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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

1 . This communication is responsive to the RCE amendment filed on March 3, 2005. 
Claims 1-42 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1,5-8,9,10,13,16-19,23,24,27,30-33,35,40 and 42 rejected under 35 U.S.C 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Lafe et al (US Patent No 6,449,658) in view of Jungck 
(US Patent No 6,728,785). 

4. In reference to claims 1,19 and 33, Lafe teaches a method, a networking device and a 
corresponding system for transferring web page source data between a web server and a remote 
client over a computer network, the computer network including a wide area network, the 
method comprising: 

receiving a request for the web page source data from the remote client at an acceleration 
device (column 4 line 63 - column 5 line 5); 

obtaining original web page source data from the web server, the original web page 
source data containing renderable character data and non-renderable character data, the 
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renderable character data (column 5 lines 30 & 34) being data that affects the presentation of the 
web page by a browser, and the non-renderable character data (column 5 line 35) being data that 
does not affect the presentation of the web page by a browser, the original web page source data 
being in a markup language format (column 5 lines 1-17 & 28-52); 

filtering at least a portion of the non-renderable character data from the requested web 
page source data, thereby creating modified web page source data (column 5 lines 33-43); and 

transmitting the modified web page source data to the remote client over the computer 
network (column 5 lines 1-17). 

Lafe fails to explicitly teach wherein the acceleration device is a server-side acceleration 
device positioned on the computer network intermediate the remote client and the web server and 
intermediate the web server and the wide area network. However, Jungck teaches a data center 
(which is an acceleration device) in a reverse proxy configuration (which means server-side, 
intermediate the web server and the Internet) that compresses web files for the purpose of 
accelerating web transmissions to a work station (remote client) (column 2 lines 21-25, column 
31ine 65 - column 4 line 12, column 6 lines 12-26 and figure 2). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Lafe by making 
the acceleration device a server-side acceleration device positioned on the computer network 
intermediate the remote client and the web server and intermediate the web server and the wide 
area network as per the teachings of Jungck for the purpose of accelerating web transmissions to 
a work station. 
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5. In reference to claim 5, Lafe teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising, 
compressing the modified web page source data before sending it to the remote client (column 5 
lines 1-10). 

6. In reference to claim 6, Lafe in view of Jungck teach the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
web server and the acceleration device are connected by a LAN (Jungck, column 6 lines 20-25). 

7. In reference to claim 7, Lafe teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the acceleration 
device and remote client are connected by a WAN (Lafe, column 6 lines 20-38). 

8. In reference to claim 8, Lafe in view of Jungck teach the method of claim 7, wherein the 
WAN is the Internet (Jungck, column 1 lines 25-30 and column 4 lines 24-26). 

9. In reference to claims 9 and 23, Lafe teaches the method and networking device of claims 
1 and 19 respectively, wherein the non-renderable character data is character data compatible 
with the HTTP data transfer protocol (column 5 lines 28-53). 

10. In reference to claims 10 and 24, Lafe teaches the method and networking device of 
claims 9 and 23 respectively, wherein the non-renderable character data is HTML data (column 5 
lines 28-53, Lafe inherently teaches the use of HTML). 

11. In reference to claims 13,27 and 35, Lafe teaches the method, networking device and 
system of claims 10,24 and 33 respectively, wherein the non-renderable character data includes 
comments (column 5 lines 28-53, Lafe teaches HTML which inherently has comments in it). 

12. In reference to claims 16 and 30, Lafe teaches method and networking device of claims 
10 and 24 respectively, wherein the non-renderable character data includes commands not 
interpretable by the remote client (column 5 lines 33-37). 
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13. In reference to claims 17 and 31, Lafe teaches the method and networking device of 
claims 1 and 19 respectively, wherein the filtering and transmitting of the modified web page 
source data over the computer network to the remote client are performed in less time than the 
original web page source can be directly transmitted from the web server to the remote client 
(column 5 lines 5-17). 

14. In reference to claims 1 8 and 32, Lafe teaches the method and networking device of 
claims 1 and 19 respectively, wherein the file size of the modified web page source data is 
smaller than the original web page source data (column 5 lines 5-17). 

1 5. In reference to claims 40 and 42, Lafe teaches the system of claim 33, wherein the 
acceleration device is configured to cache the modified web page source data; and to compress 
the web resource in real-time before transmission to the remote client (Jungck, column 5 lines 
20-45 and column 6 lines 10-30). 

16. Claims 2 and 39 rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lafe et 
al (US Patent No 6,449,658) in view of Jungck (US Patent No 6,728,785) in further view of 
Bodin et al (US Patent No 6,311,223). 

17. In reference to claims 2 and 39, Lafe teaches the method and system of claims 1 and 33, 
but fails to explicitly teach wherein filtering further includes filtering tags of the web page source 
data by rewriting tags of the web page source data in lowercase. However, Bodin teaches 
tokenizing HTML tags to reduce the quantity of data in the file for effective transmission of 
HTML files (Summary, column 4 lines 25-47 and column 6 lines 20-32). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Lafe by filtering 
tags of the web page source data by rewriting tags of the web page source data in lowercase as 
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per the teachings of Bodin so that the quantity of data in the file is reduced for effective 
transmission of HTML files. 

18. Claims 3,4,20 and 41 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lafe et al (US Patent No 6,449,658) in view of Jungck (US Patent No 6,728,785) in further 
of Brothers (US Patent No 6,438,125). 

19. In reference to claims 3 and 41 , Lafe teaches the method and system of claims 1 and 33 
above, but fails to explicitly teach further comprising, after transmitting the modified web page 
source data to the remote client, transmitting the original web page source data to the remote 
client. However, Brothers teaches after transmitting a modified web page to the remote client, 
transmitting the original web page source data to the remote client for the purpose of flexibly 
viewing web pages (column 1 lines 48-62, column 2 lines 15-46 and column 5 lines 12-32). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Lafe to by 
transmitting a modified page to a client, and transmitting the original page to the client in 
response to another request from the client for the original page as per the teachings of Brothers 
for the purpose of flexibly viewing web pages. 

20. In reference to claims 4 and 20, Lafe teaches the method and the networking device of 
claims 3 and 19 respectively, but fails to explicitly teach wherein the original web page source 
data is sent to the remote client in response to a subsequent request from the remote client for the 
original, unfiltered version. However, Brothers teaches wherein the original web page sent to the 
remote client is in response to a subsequent request from the remote client for the original, 
unfiltered version for the purpose of flexibly viewing web pages (column 1 lines 48-62, column 
2 lines 15-46 and column 5 lines 12-32). 
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It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Lafe wherein the 
original web page source data is sent to the remote client in response to a subsequent request 
from the remote client for the original, unfiltered version as per the teachings of Brothers for the 
purpose of flexibly viewing web pages and so that the modified version can be viewed before the 
original version of the web data. 

21. Claims 11,12,25,34 and 36 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lafe et al (US Patent No 6,449,658) in view of Jungck (US Patent No 6,728,785) in 
further of Isaac et al (US Patent No 6,424,981). 

22. In reference to claims 1 1 and 25, Lafe teaches the method of claims 10 and 24 
respectively, wherein the non-renderable character data is in the ASCII format. "Official notice" 
is taken that ASCII is old and well-known in the art, as taught by Isaac who teaches that HTML 
files contain ASCII characters (column 1 lines 20-50). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Lafe to state that 
HTML documents are ASCII coded documents as per the teachings of Isaac because this is a 
standard for HTML. 

23. In reference to claims 12,26,34 and 36, Lafe teaches the method of claims 10,24 and 33 
respectively, wherein the non-renderable character data includes white space. "Official notice" is 
taken that white space is old and well-known in the art, as taught by Isaac who teaches ASCII 
coded characters which includes space characters (column 1 lines 20-50 and column 6 lines 55- 
67). 
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24. Claims 14,15,28,29,37 and 39 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lafe et al (US Patent No 6,449,658) in view of Jungck (US Patent No 6,728,785) in 
further of Edlund et al (US Patent No 6,546,388). 

25. In reference to claims 14,28 and 37, Lafe teaches the method of claims 10,24 and 33, but 
fails to explicitly teach wherein the non-renderable character data includes meta tags. "Official 
notice" is taken that meta tags are old and well-known in the art as being HTML tags that 
describe some aspect of a web page (via keywords) that can then be used by a search engine for 
indexing, and is taught by Edlund (Abstract and column 2 lines 5-50). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Lafe by stating 
that HTML includes meta tags as per the teachings of Edlund because HTML documents include 
keywords to be used by search engines for indexing. 

26. In reference to claims 15,29 and 38, Lafe teaches the method of claims 10,24 and 33, but 
fails to explicitly teach wherein the non-renderable character data includes keywords configured 
to be interpreted by a search engine.. "Official notice" is taken that meta tags are old and well- 
known in the art as being HTML tags that describe some aspect of a web page (via keywords) 
that can then be used by a search engine for indexing, and is taught by Edlund (Abstract and 
column 2 lines 5-50). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Lafe by stating 
that HTML includes meta tags as per the teachings of Edlund because HTML documents include 
keywords to be used by search engines for indexing. 
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27. Claims 21-22 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lafe et al 
(US Patent No 6,449,658) in view of Jungck (US Patent No 6,728,785) in further view of 
Burget (US Patent No 6,557,005). 

Lafe teaches the method of claim 21 above, but fails to explicitly teach wherein the 
method includes a network communications program logic stored on an ASIC. However, Burget 
teaches a program for Internet communication stored on an ASIC, as a known medium of 
storage. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Lafe to make the 
communications program which performs the above method to be stored on an ASIC as per the 
teachings of Burget as it is a known medium of storage in the art. 

Response to Amendment 

28. The examiner acknowledges amendment filed on 3/3/2005, where applicant amended 
claims 1,19 and 33. No claims were added or cancelled. 

Response to Arguments 

29. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-42 have been considered. A response to 
the arguments will not be given because they are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ramy M. Osman whose telephone number is (571) 272-4008. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

RMO 

April 27, 2005 
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